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Mr. McCarran, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted th” 
following Vs ¢ 
NS 
REPORT 


[To accompany S, Res, 295] 


The Subcommittee on Internal Security of the Committee on the’ 
Judiciary, as created and authorized by the United States Senate by 
Senate Resolution 366, Eighty-first Congress, second session, caused 
to be issued a subpena duces tecum to Abram Flaxer of New York, 
N.Y. The said subpena directed eae Flaxer to be and appear 
before the said subcommittee on October 5, 1951, at 10 a. m. at their 
committee room 424, Senate Office Building, Ww ashington, D. C., then 
and there to testify touching matters of inquiry committed to said 
subcommittee. The date of issuance of the subpena was the 13th day 
of September 1951. The subpena served upon said Abram Flaxer is 
set forth as follows: 


Unitep States or AMERICA 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 


To Mr. AspraM Fuaxer, 2 Lafayette Street or 118 Waverly Place, New York, N. Y., 
Greeling: 

Pursuant to lawful authority, you are hereby commanded to appear before the 
Subcommittee on Internal Security of the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate of the United States, on Friday, October 5, 1951, at 10 a. m., at their com- 
mittee room 424, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C., then and there to 
testify what you may know relative to the subject matters under consideration 
by said committee. 

You are commanded to produce and bring with you such records of the union 
known as United Professional Workers of America, which records will show the 
total amount of funds now in possession of the union; the sources from which 
union funds are obtained; the places at which union funds are on deposit, and a 
list of those organizations to which the union has contributed within the past 12 
months. And bring with you also records of the union showing names and ad- 
dresses for all members of the United Professional Workers who are employed by 
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the Federal Government of the United States of ‘America, and records showing 
names and addresses of all members who are employed by any State, county, or 
municipal government located anywhere within the United States of America. 
Hereof fail not, as you will answer your default under the pains and penalties 
in such cases made and provided. 
To Frank W. Schroeder and/or Donald D. Connors, Jr., to serve and return. 
Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 13th day of September, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and fifty-one. 


Pat McCarran, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Internal Security 
of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The said subpena duces tecum was duly served as appears by the 
return made thereon: by Donald D. Connors, Jr., who was duly au- 
thorized to serve the said subpena duces tecum. The return of the 
service by the said Donald D. Connors, Jr., being endorsed thereon, 
is set forth as follows: 


SepremBer 19, 1951. 

I made service of the within subpena by Donald D. Connors, Jr., the within- 
named Abram Flaxer, at 5 Beekman St., New York City, at 2:35 o’clock p. m., 
on the 19th day of September 1951. 

The said Abram Flaxer, pursuant to said subpena duces tecum, ap- 
peared before the said subcommittee as a witness; but (1) failed and 
refused to answer questions or furnish information, which questions 
and information were pertinent to the subject matter under inquiry; 
(2) displayed and evidenced a contemptuous demeanor and conduct 
toward said subcommittee; (3), failed and refused to produce certain 
records and information in compliance with said subpena duces 
tecum, which records and information were pertinent to the subject 
matter under inquiry, and (4) failed and refused to produce certain 
records and information as ordered by said subcommittee, which 
records and information were pertinent to the subject matter under 
inquiry. The record of the hearing, at which time Abram Flaxer 
appeared before the said subcommittee, is annexed hereto and made a 
part hereof and designated ‘“‘Annex I.” 

The subcommittee was therefore deprived by Abram Flaxer of in- 
formation and evidence pertinent to the subject matter which, under 
Senate Resolution 366, Eighty-first Congress, second session, the said 
subcommittee was instructed to investigate, and his persistent and 
illegal refusal to answer questions propounded or furnish information 
and records as ordered deprived the subéommittee of necessary and 
pertinent testimony and places this witness in contempt of the United 
States Senate. 





ANNEX I 


Unrrep States SENATE, 
SuBcOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Security Act 
AND OTHER INTERNAL Security Laws, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C., Friday, October 5, 1951. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to notice, Senator Arthur V. 
Watkins presiding, in room 457, Senate Office Building. 

Present: Senator Watkins. 

Also p-esent: Richard Arens, staff director; Frank W. Schroeder, professional 
staff member; Donald D. Connors, Jr., investigator; Mitchel M. Carter, investi- 
gator; Edward R. Duffy, investigator. 

Senator Warxins. The committee will resume the session. 
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The Chairman has in his hands here the subpena issued to Mr. Abram Flaxer. 
Is the witness present? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Yes. 

Senator Warkins. Will you stand and be sworn. Do you solemnly swear that 
the testimony given in the matter now pending before the subcommittee will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I do. 

Mr. Chairman, I notice that we do not have a quorum of the committee here. 

Senator Warxrns. We do have a quorum. Under our rules, which we are to 
make, one present makes a quorum, 

Mr. Fiaxer. I am not sure about that. I would like to have the record show 
that I object to the fact that I think there is no quorum. 

Senator Watkins. The record will show your statement. Proceed, please. 


TESTIMONY OF ABRAM FLAXER, ACCOMPANIED BY Davip REIN, ATTORNEY AT LAw, 
Wasuinoron, D. C. 


Mr. Arens. Will you kindly identify yourself by name and position. 

Mr. Fiaxer. My name is Abram Flaxer. I am the national president of the 
United Public Workers of America. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Flaxer, are you represented today by counsel? 

Mr. FLaxer. Yes. 

Mr. ARENS. May I suggest to the chairman that the counsel kindly identify 
himself? 

Mr. Rein. My name is David Rein. My address is 711 Fourteenth Street, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. AreEns. How long have you been president of the United Public Workers 
of America? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Since 1946. 

Mr. Arens. And where is your office located? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. In New York City. 

'Mr. ArRENs. You are appearing here today in response to a subpena which 
was served upon you? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Yes. 

Mr. ArENns. The subpena is a subpena duces tecum, and commands the pro- 
duction of certain records; is that correct? 

Mr. FLaxer. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And do you have those records with you today? 

Mr. Fraxer. I have some. I produced all the items called for in the subpena 
except one item. 

Mr. ArRENs. May I respectfully suggest to the chairman that the witness 
proceed at his own pace to identify the documents which he has produced in 
response to the subpena and then we will consider whether or not those docu- 
ments do comply with the subpena, and I would respectfully suggest to the 
chairman that after he has identified each of the several documents which he 
presently has before him that they be received for the record. 

Senator Watkins. That will be the procedure, 

Mr. Fiaxer. I am glad to do that. You requested and I have the banks in 
which we have our funds, as well as the total amount of our assets, I believe. 

I have here a letter from the Immigrant Savings Industrial Bank where we 
have a savings account. 

I have here a letter from the Corn Exchange Bank, where we have a current 
account. 

I have here a letter from the East River Savings Bank, which is a savings 
account. 

I further have a bank statement for the Bankers Trust Co., identifying a death 
benefit fund that we have. 

That is all of the money that we have. 

You wished to know the sourees—— 

Mr. Arens. If you will excuse me just a moment, are these the only documents 
which you brought with you bearing on the financial situation? 

Mr. FLaxer. Yes. 

Mr. ArENs. May I respectfully suggest that the documents which have just 
been identified by Mr. Flaxer be marked Flaxer exhibits 1, 2, 3, and 4, respectively, 
and received for the record? 

Senator Warkins. It is so ordered. 

(Flaxer exhibits 1, 2, 3, and 4 were marked and received for the record.) 
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Mr. Fiaxer. You then asked for a statement which would identify the sources 
of our income. I have here a statement that we give annually to the United 
States Treasury Department which will give in great detail the sources of our 
income. 

a Watkins. It may be marked in the next consecutive order as the 
exhibit. 

(Flaxer exhibit 5 was marked and received for the record.) 

Senator Warxins. Who prepared this statement? 

Mr. Fiaxer. That is prepared by our accountants. Then you asked for a list 
of the contributions that we have given to various organizations during the past 
12 months. I have here a list of contributions that we have given since May 1, 
1950, through August 31, 1951, which is the latest record that we have. 

Mr. Arens. This was prepared under you supervision and direction? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Yes. 

Senator Warxins. That will be received in evidence and marked the next 
consecutive number. 

(Flaxer exhibit No. 6 was marked and received for the record.) 

Mr. Fiaxer. I think that sums up the records which are required with respect 
to the financial status of our organization. The item which i have not produced 
is the item on membership lists of our union. The demand for the production 
of this item raises a number of profoundly serious issues. 

From the very beginning of the union movement in this country, the rights of 
unions to the privacy of their membership records—— 

Mr. Arens. You are reading from a prepared statement? 

Mr. FLaxer. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Who prepared the statement? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. I did—has been one of the basic precepts to which the labor 
movement of America has adhered. Bitter experience has taught American labor 
that the right to join a union is an empty right unless the fact of membership can 
be kept private. 

Throughout our history, employers and antilabor groups have attempted to 
violate the secrecy of union records in order to compile blacklists for the sole 
purpose of destroying unions. This has been amply documented in the hearings 
of the LaFollette committee. After bitter struggles in and out of the halls of 
Congress, labor has succeeded in enacting into law this right of privacy. Count- 
less decisions of the National Labor Relations Board and of our Federal courts 
have upheld that right. Indeed, the mere query by an employer of an employee 
as to his union membership has been held to be an unfair labor practice even under 
the Taft-Hartley Act. 

Every individual who joins a union joins it with the confidence and trust 
supported by tradition and law that the act of joining and maintaining member- 
ship is a personal right and freedom that is inviolate. A request such as the 
present constitutes a wholesale invasion of such privacy and “‘the right to be let 
alone”’ which is protected by the fourth amendment. very trade-union member 
imposes a special trust in his union officers to protect and preserve that right. 
Therefore, to submit to the request in this subpena would be a violation of the 
trust imposed in me by my membership and a betrayal of the entire tradition of 
the trade-union. movement in this country. I have no doubt that not a single 
union president would find it possible to comply with such a request. 

I am confident that the members of this committee after considering my views 
and after a study of the full implications of the request made in this subpena will 
realize its conflict with the basic union tradition of this country now incorporated 
into Federal law and withdraw the demand for membership lists. 

Mr. ArENs. Do you have such a list? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. I have no such list with me. 

Mr. Arens. Do the records of the United Professional Workers reflect such a 
list? Is the information available, in other words? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I want to make a minor correction there. Our union is the 
United Publie Workers. 

Mr. AreEns. I meant the United Public Workers. 

Mr. Fuaxer. Your subpena stated ‘Professional workers.’ 
was an error in your identification. 

Mr. Arens. Did the United Public Workers organization have the information 
available which is called for in the subpena? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Well, we generally have such information. 

Mr. ArENs. How many members are there of the United Public Workers? 


, 


I recognized it 
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Mr. Fiaxer. I can give you a round figure on the basis of my estimate. We 
have about 35,000 members, 

Mr. Arens. How many members does the United Public Workers have who 
are employed in the Federal Government? 

Mr, Fuaxer. It is hard for me to tell you exactly. I would estimate that 
perhaps about 5 percent of the total would be Federal employees. 

Mr. Arens. In what agencies of the Federal Government are there employees 
who are members of the United Public Workers? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Again I am not giving you the exact information because I don’t 
know the exact information, but generally our membership is basically in the 
Bureau of Engraving, in the Treasury Department, Post Office, Veterans’ Admin- 
istration. I think that would be the main bulk. 

Mr. Arens. The subpena calls for a breakdown of your membership in the 
Federal Government by agencies in which the membership is employed, is that not. 
correct? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I don’t know. I don’t remember that. 

Mr. Arens. The subpena calls for records of the union showing the names and 
addresses of all members of the United Public Workers who are employed by the 
Federal Government of the United States of America, and records showing names 
and addresses of all members who are employed by any State, county, or municipal 
government located anywhere in the United States of America. 

Mr. Fiaxer. That does not ask for a breakdown department by department. 
It asks for a membership of Federal employees. 

Mr. Arens. I understand. You say approximately 5 percent of your 35,000 
members are employed in the Federal Government? 

Mr. FLaxer. That is true. 

Mr. Arens. Where are the other 95 percent employed? 

Mr. Fuaxer. In the State, county, and municipal, basically. 

Mr. Arens. Kindly identify in general the agencies of the States and the areas 
in the States in which the 95 percent of the membership of the United Public 
Workers is employed. 

Mr. Fiaxer. That is a pretty tall order. I can give you again a general idea 
as I understand it. Mainly we are organized among the municipal employees 
and the county employees. We don’t have too many State employees, although I 
would say, too, there may be 10 percent, perhaps, maybe 5, because in some States 
there is a sort of an overlapping between county and State employment. But 
as I say, mostly it is municipal employees. 

Mr. Arens. In what States do you have a concentration of your membership? 

Mr. Fiaxer. They are pretty evenly divided in a lot of States. 

Mr. AreENs. In what State do you have the largest number of your employees 
compared to the other States? 

Mr. FLAxerR. I would say New York. 

Mr. Arens. How many local units are there of the United Public Workers? 

Mr. Fiaxer. About 100. 

Mr. Argens. And where are they concentrated? 

Mr. Fuaxer. All around the country. 

Mr. ARENs. Your greatest concentration, however, is in New York, is it not? 

Mr. Fuaxpr. Yes. 

Senator Watkins. May I ask this question: Do you have the bargaining 
rights for any particular institution or employees in any particular institution? 

Mr. Fuaxer. There are no such things as bargaining rights in that sense of the 
word, sir, in the Government service. You take up the grievances with the 
administrations, you appear at hearings, that is, wage hearings before a budget 
commission, or appear before the legislative halls to enact some legislation. 
You might appear at hearings before the enactment of legislation on pay increases, 
and so on. But we don’t have bargaining in the sense that you do in private 
industry. There are no contracts, no elections, none of that. 

Senator Watkins. You are not required, therefore, to sign any non-Communist 
affidavits? 

Mr. Fiaxer. No. 

Senator Wartkrns. In order to represent these employees. 

Mr. FLaxer. That is right. 

Senator Watkins. That is, in the various other capacities you have been talking 
about. 

Mr. Fuaxer. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have membership in almost all of the Government agencies? 
By Government, I mean the Federal Government agencies. 

Mr. Fuaxer. No; I said no. 
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” Mr. Arens, You told us where you had a concentration of your membership 
in the Federal Government. What Government agencies do you not have? , 

Mr. Fiaxer. I don’t know. I think if you would ask me more specifically 
what agencies you have in mind. 

“ a Arens. You said the Post Offiee. How many do you have in the Post 
ce. 

Mr. FLaxer. Not a hell of a lot, but we have,a few locals. 

Mr. ArRENs. How many locals? ; 

Mr. Fiaxer. We have three local unions, 

Mr. ArENs. Where are they located? 

Mr. Fiaxer. They would in New York and Chicago, and in Los Angeles. 

Mr. Arens. What is your total membership in the Post Office? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Oh, I don’t know. I guess maybe about a thousand or so. 

Mr. Arens. In the Veterans’ Administration, tell us similar information on 
the Veterans’ Administration, if you please. 

Mr. Fiaxer. I think that is mainly in the city of New York. The number of 
members we have there I couldn’t tell you because I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Would you have more than a thousand? 

Mr. Fiaxer. No. 

Mr. Arens. Less than a thousand? 

Mr, FLaxer. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. More than 500? 

Mr, Fiaxer. That I don’t know. 

Mr. AreNns. How many Veterans’ Administration locals do you have? 

Mr. Fiaxer. There is one local of Federal employees in New York which 
encompasses all of the Veterans’ employees, including the Post Office employees. 

Mr. Arens. How many do you have in the State Department? 

Mr. FLaxerR. None as far as I know of. 

Mr. Arens. How many do you have in the Treasury Department? 

Mr. Fraxer. The Bureau of Engraving is the main concentration there. 

Mr. Arens. Approximately how many do you have there? 

Mr. FLAXxer. Yisening about 500; maybe less. 

Mr. Arens. What other Government agencies, and bv Government, I mean the 
Unitea States Government, do you have membership in, irrespective of the 
volume of the membership? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Again I say I really couldn’t tell you. I am on the record here, 
and I would not want to give you a statement that may not be entirely correct. 

Senator Watkins. You can give your best judgment. 

Mr. Fiaxer. I don’t know. 

Senator Watkins. You don’t have any judgment on that? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Well, I don’t have the facts on the basis on which I can make a 
judgment because—I guess that is the answer. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully ask of the chairman that the witness 
be ordered to produce for this record in compliance with the subpena duces tecum 
served upon him the record of the United Public Workers showing the names and 
addresses of all members of the United Public Workers who are employed by the 
Federal Government of the United States of America, and records showing the 
names and addresses of all members who are employed by any State, county, or 
municipal government located anywhere in the United States of America. 

Senator Watkins. Do you understand the request made of you? 

Mr. FiaxEer. Yes; I do. 

Senator Watkins. Do you stand on your statement that you refuse to produce 
those? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I didn’t say I refused. I indicated that the situation is such 
that I find myself incapable of producing them. I think if I complied with a 
request of that kind, first of all I don’t think I have the right either in terms of 
our membership or in terms of the labor movement generally 

Mr. Arens. But you do have the information? 

Mr. FLAXeER. In a general sense, I think I have the information. 

Mr. Arens. And you bave not complied with the command of the subpena to 
produce that information. 

Mr. Fuaxer. I think it is an improper command, sir. 

Senator Watkins. That is the reason you have refused to bring them here 
today because you think it is improper? 

Mr. Fuaxer. That is the reason I haven’t got them. 

Senator Warkins. Thatis the main reason. You are directed by the committee 
to produce those records according to the terms of the subpena, 
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Mr. Fiaxer. Again I plead with the chairman and with the committee to 
reconsider the entire matter, because I think you are infringing on a right that 
workers in America have, including Federal employees. You are the Govern- 
ment. You are the employer. You aré as an employer asking for membership 
lists. You want your own employees to identify themselves as to their trade- 
union membership. This is something that has not been done in America for the 
past 10 or 15 vears, and! where it has been done, it has been condemned as an 
unfair labor practice. And I just don’t believe, sir 

Senator Warkins. As I understand it, you do not claim any rights under the 
Taft-Hartley Act, because you have not complied with it, and the Government 
itself, I think, would be entitled to know of its employees whether or not they are 
members of a union. 

Mr. Fiaxer. Then I think they ought to ask the employees. I don’t think 
they are entitled to know, sir. I don’t think so. I think the Government as an 
employer ought to adhere to the general national policy on this question. The 
general national policy on this question is that an employer has no right to ask a 
union member whether he belongs to an organization even if he tells that union 
membership that he doesn’t even have to tell him. There are cases on record, 
upheld by the Federal courts of the United States, where the employer is enjoined 
from asking a person whether he belongs to a union, even though there is no 
punishment attached to it. 

Senator Watkins. I would not argue with you for employees outside of the 
Government service, or State, county, and municipal service. I am not going to 
argue that question because it is not at issue here. But we have here now an 
organization made up of people who are working for Government and we are ask- 
ing you specifically for the names of those who are working for Government. 
You have that within your information and I do not think there is any law or any 
court holding that the United States itself cannot find out the names of a union 
and the people who belong to it that are in its employ. 

Mr. Fraxer. Sir, I don’t think the issue has ever come up before. 

Senator Watkins. Maybe it has not, but I do not think any court would 
ever resolve itself against the United States finding out what organization its 
members belong to. 

Mr. Arens. How long would it take you, Mr. Flaxer, to prepare the informa- 
tion which is called for in this subpena? 

Mr. Friaxer. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Could it be done in a week? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I imagine it could be done in a week. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest to the chairman that the witness be ordered 
to produce the information and transmit it to the subcommittee in 10 days’ time. 

Senator Warkins. Since you have made the reply that it could be done in a 
week, that will be the order of the committee, that you submit that information 
as requested by counsel for the committee within 10 days from this date. The 
record will show that you, of course, have been given that notice and that require- 
ment has been made, and the order has been made. 

Mr. Fuiaxer. I would like to suggest to the committee to reconsider that. I 
think you ought to consider it in light of the facts that organized labor in America 
will recognize in this a break in the wall that they have built up over half a century 
against the initiation of blacklists. I don’t think that these lists ean be looked 
upon in any other light than as blacklists. 

Mr. ArENs. Who is the vice president of the United Public Workers of America? 

Mr. Fuaxer. We don’t have a vice president. 

Mr. Arens. Who are the national officers of the United Public Workers of 
America? 

Mr, Fuaxer. I am, and Mr. Ewart Guiniere. 

Senator Warkins. May I direct your attention to the fact that this is an execu- 
tive session and the records are not public here unless the order of the committee 
is to make them public. But at least for the present the records are to be deliv- 
ered to the committee in executive session. 

Mr. Fiaxer. Sir, on that I don’t see any good purpose that these records would 
serve, even if I were to produce them. I think they are wholly irrelevant, if you 
say they are not to be made public. 

Senator Watkins. I am not promising you they would not be made public, 
because I do not think the Government has to make such a promise to get the 
information. 
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Mr. Fuaxer. I think, with all due respect to the committee, you are infringing 
here on an area which just crosses the boundaries of individual rights as well-as 
trade-union rights far beyond the contemplation of any 

Senator Warxkins. Whatever your argument is, that is the order now, and as I 
understand it, you refuse to do so on the ground you set forth: I want to make 
the record clear. 

Mr. Fuiaxer. I haven’t got them. I don’t feel capable of produeing them. 

Senator Warkins. You said you could do it within a week. 

Mr. Fuaxer. No, that was not the question he asked. He asked could the list 
be compiled within a week and I said it could. 

Mr. Arens. The information is available to you? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. But you have declined to produce it; is that. correct? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I haven’t produced them. 

Mr. Arens. Will you produce it pursuant to the order of the chairman of this 
session within 10 days from today? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I will have to take that under consideration. 

Senator Warxins. That is the order, and, of course, we will have to take 
whatever steps are necessary if at the end of the time you have not produced 
them. 

Mr. Arens. I understand you said you were the presidert of the United Publie 
Workers of America, and Mr. Guiniere is seeretary-treasurer. 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been president of the United Publie Workers 
of America? 

Mr. Fuaxer. You asked that before; 1946. 

Mr. Arens. What was your occupation or employment prior to that time? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I was president of the State, County, and Municipal Workers of 
America. 

Mr. ArEens. How long has Mr. Guiniere been secretary-treasurer of the United 
Public Workers? 

Mr. FLAxerR. 1948. 

Mr. Arens. What was his occupation or employment prior to that time? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. I believe that he was the regional director of our union in the 
State of New York. 

Mr. Arens. What was his occupation or employment prior to that time? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I think that he was an officer, I believe secretary-treasurer of the 
New York State organization of our union. 

Mr. Arens. Is the United Public Workers affiliated with any larger labor 
organization? 

Mr. Fuaxer. No; we are independent. 

Mr. Arens. Has it ever affiliated with any larger labor organization? 

Mr. Fuaxer. United Public Workers was affiliated with CIO 

Mr. Arens. When did its disassociation take place? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I believe in February of 1950. 

Mr. Arens. How many locals do you have in the aggregate? 

Mr. FLAxerR. You asked me that one again. 

Mr. Arens. Answer it again, then. 

Mr. Fuaxer. About 100, I believe. 

Mr. Arens. What is the title of the chief officer of each of the several locals? 

Mr. Fuaxer. President. I am not too sure whether in each local the presi- 
dent—yes; the president is the chief officer. 

Mr. Arens. What is the aggregate income of the United Public Workers 
national organization from dues? 

Mr. Fuaxer. It is in that statement. It varies from year to year. I think 
the income in that statement for the last year was about—let me refresh my 
memory on that. 

Mr. AreEns. Surely. 

Mr. Fuaxer. It says here $119,000. 

Mr. Arens. What is your per capita assessment on membership? 

Mr. Fuaxer. We have no assessments. 

Mr. Arens. Per capita dues. 

Mr. Fuaxer. Per capita tax is 75 cents per member, but that varies. 

Mr. Arens. For what period of time? $ 

Mr. Fuaxer. Per month. 

Mr. Arens. How does it vary? 

Mr. Fuaxer. If local unions request exonerations or a different scale of the 
per capita on the basis of problems that they may have and need income, it is 
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discretionary with me to accede to their requests, and there are some locals that 
have such allowances. 

Mr. AreNns. Does the United Public Workers have a board of directors? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Well, we have an executive board, if that is what you mean. 

Mr. ArENs. That is what I meant, an executive board. 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes. 

Mr. ArENs. How many members are there on the executive board? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Well, I think there are about three vacancies on it now. I believe 
the board now has about nine members. 

Mr. ArENs. Who are the members of the executive board? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Well, I would like to think about giving you an answer on that, 
because this again, I believe, impinges upon the whole question of revealing mem- 
bership lists. However, I suppose that it is a matter of public record who the 
executive board members are. [I still think you are overstepping your bound in 
asking these questions. 

Mr. Arens. You decline to answer the question? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I have not said that. I am just thinking out loud. I object to 
that question. 

Mr. ArENs. Will you answer the question? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I object to it. 

Senator Warxins. Will you repeat the question? 

Mr. ArENs. Do you decline to answer the question? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I didn’t say that. 

Mr. Arens. Answer the question. 

Mr. FLaxer. Do I have to answer it? 

Senator WarTkKiNs. Repeat the question. 

(The question was thereupon read by the reporter as follows: ‘‘Who are the 
members of the executive board?’’) 

Senator Warkins. You are directed to answer that question. 

Mr. FLAxerR. Before that, may I know the relevance of that question? 

Senator WaTkins. This committee is making an investigation. This is not a 
court, and we do not follow the court rules of evidence. We are making an in- 
vestigation. 

Mr. FLaAxerR. You mean you can ask me any question under the sun? 

Mr. AreENs. That is not a matter for you to determine. 

Mr. Fuaxer. I am asking a question. I want to know what my rights are. 

Senator Watkins. I advise you that we can ask you any question that we 
think is necessary to ask to get information to aid and assist in the enforcement 
of law or in the preparation of legislation or the change of legislation. 

Mr. FLaxer. Just for my clarification, I trust you will bear with me, but in 
what way would your knowledge—— 

Senator Warkins. I do not intend to argue with you. That is what we have 
in mind. We think those matters are necessary. That is why we subpenaed 
you, and that is why we are asking the question. I am not going to argue the 
matter. 

Mr. Fuaxer. I take it it is an arbitrary request. 

Senator Watkins. We cannot stop to argue with every witness whether a 
question is justified or not. 

Mr. FuaxeEr. I was not intending an argument. I don’t want to argue. I just 
want a little clarification for myself. You say this committee is making an in- 
vestigation for the purpose of enforcing or preparing legislation and I wonder 
what relevance the identification by name of our executive board members would 
assist this committee in preparing legislation or enforcing it. 

Senator Warkins. That is entirely for us to determine whether it is or is not. 
I rule that it is. We cannot take each question standing by itself and say this 
particular one does not have any relevance, but the whole investigation when 
put together may be of great help and aid to know. 

Mr. FuiaxeEr. I still would like to have the record show that I object to the 
question. 

Senator Watkins. The record shows what you said and you said you object, 
and you are directed to answer. That is the record. 

Mr. Fuaxer. The board members are myself, Mr. Guiniere, that is, Ewart 
Guiniere, Jack Bigel, Alfred White, Rose Russel, Jack Strobel, Max Brodsky, 
Max Roffman, and Goodman Brudney. I believe that covers it. There are a 
number of vacancies. I don’t think I left anybody out. 

Mr. ArENs. Now, do the executive board members receive a salary for their 
services on the executive board? 
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Mr, FLaxerR. Not for service on the executive board. They just get—they 
do not get a salary for service on the executive board. 

Mr. Arens. What is the occupation or employment of each of these persons 
whom you have named as members of the executive board? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Well, Mrs. Russell is legislative representative for her local union 
and is paid by her local union. 

Mr. Arens. What local union is that? 

Mr, FLAXeER. 555. 

Mr. Arens. Where is that located? 

Mr. Fuaxer. In New York City. 

Mr. Brodsky is employed by his local union. 

Mr. Argens. Which local union is that? 

Mr. Fuaxer. That is local union 2 in Illinois. 

Mr. Arens. What is his employment with that union? 

Mr. Fuaxer. He represents the union. He is their representative. 

Mr. Roffman is also employed by his local union and he is their representative. 

Mr. ArENs. What is his local union, and where is it located? 

Mr. Fuaxer. That is local 515 in Minnesota. Mr. Brudney is an international 
representative. The international union pays his salary. 

Mr. Strobel has a similar capacity. 

I guess that covers the lot. 

Mr. AreNns. How about Mr. White? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Oh, Mr. White. Mr. White is a representative of his own local 
union. 

Mr. Arens. And what local union is that, and where is it located? 

Mr. FuiaxerR. That is local 20 in New York, 

Mr, Arens. And he is paid by that local? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. That is the rederal Government Workers of New York? 

Mr. Fiaxer. That is the Federal Government employees in New York. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Bigel? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Mr. Bigel—I don’t know what local employs him and pays him— 
I think he is paid by one of the local unions of New York, or maybe a group of 
them are paying him. 

Mr. AreNs. How did these men get to serve on the executive committee? 

Mr. Fuaxer. They were elected by their own constituency at our convention, 

Mr. Arens, And when was that? 

Mr. Fuaxer. That was in 1950. We held that convention in Chicago. 

Mr. AreNns. What was your personal income in the course of last year? 

Mr. Fiaxer. My personal income? 

Mr. ARENs. Yes. 

Mr. Fuaxer. My salary is $6,000 a year. 

Mr. ArENS. What other income did you have? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I don’t have any other income. 

Mr. ARENs. Where and when were you born? 

Mr. Fiaxer. In Lithuania, September 12, 1904. 

Mr. Arens, And when did you come to the United States? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I came here, I guess, in 1911. 

Mr. Arens. And you obtained citizenship by derivation through your father 
and mother? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. That was in 1917? 

Mr. Fuaxer. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Give us, please, a brief résumé of your education. 

Mr. Fiaxer. I went to the public schools in New York City. I graduated 
from Boyce High, in Brooklyn. I got a degree from the College of the City of 
New York. That about covers it. 

Senator Watkins. What did you major in? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Science. 

Mr. AreNs. You did some postgraduate work in Columbia? 

Mr. Fiaxer. A little bit; not an awful lot. 

Mr. Argns. Did you ever attend any classes in New York City outside of the 
formal education which you have just related? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I wish you would identify that. 

Mr. Arens. I just wondered if you have a recollection of any study groups or 
study sessions which you attended outside of your formal education which you 
have just related? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I don’t understand the question. 
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Mr. Arens. To be more specific; did you attend a Marxist study group in New 

York City? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I wish you would define that. 

Senator WarTkrns. Is that not clear enough? 

Mr. Fiaxer. It is not to me. 

Senator Warxins. I was going to suggest if you know whether you have 
attended any special study groups, Marxist, Christian, Mohammedan, or what 
not, tell us about it, the whole list of them, study groups, any and all of them that 
you have attended. 

Mr. Arens. I think I can probably identify the group in the witness’ mind by 
a few questions, if the chairman please. 

Senator Watkins. If that will assist him to recollect. 

Mr. ArRENs. You were married in 1941 to Charlotte Rosswag, were you not? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes. 

Mr. AreNs. In New Jersey? 

Mr. Fraxer. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Your former wife was Vivian White, is that not correct? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes. 

Mr. AreENs. Her present name, your former wife, Vivian White, is Mrs. Joseph 
Soboleski, is it not? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I don’t know, 

Mr. Arens. Did you and Vivian White, who was formerly your wife, attend 
sessions of a Marxist study group? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. I guess I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground that 
my answer might tend to bring forth evidence that can be used against me, and 
I plead the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Warkrins. I fail to see how the fact that you studied any particular 
thing would incriminate you. 

Mr. Fiaxer. People are placed on the spot for their ideas these days and for 
the books they read. 

Senator Warkins. It is largely what they do. 

Mr. Fuaxer. I don’t know. Is the act of studying an overt act? 

Senator Watkins. I do not think so. 

Mr. Fuaxer. I don’t know. 

Senator Warkins. The fact of the matter is this committee is now trying to 
study the so-called subversive movements in the United States. 

Mr, Fuaxer. Really. You better watch yourself. _ 

Senator Watkins. That is what Iam telling you. You are claiming you should 
not answer this question. I direct you to answer this question. 

Mr. Fiaxer. I am fearful that an answer to that shall not come forth from me, 
and I plead the fifth amendment. 

Senator Watkins. You are directed and ordered by the committee, not 
withstanding your plea, to answer that question. 

_ Mr. Fraxer. I still refuse to answer on the ground that I have already given, 
sir. 
Senator WATKINS. Very well. The record is made. 

Mr. AREns. I forgot one question with reference to the over-all organization 
that I wanted to ask you. We will refer to that for a moment, Mr. Flaxer. 
What publications, if any, are issued by the United Public Workers? 

Mr. FLaxeR. None, Just a moment, Are you talking about regular publi- 
cations? 

Mr. Arens. Regular or irregular. 

Mr. Fuaxer. Well, then, |] want to withdraw that answer, because I thought 
you were referring to a regular monthly or weekly publication. We don’t have 
a regular publication, but from time to time we might publish a pamphlet or 
leaflet or a news letter. It is on an irregular basis. 

Mr. Argens. I observe here in the litt of contributions, a contribution of $25 
to the Willie McGee defense tund. Do you have any information respecting that 
organization? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Ye.; I don’t know what you mean by information. 

Mr, Argens. Do you know whether or not the Willie McGee defense fund 
organization has been cited as a Communist-controlled movement? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I don’t know. I can look it up. I have here a little pamphlet 
of 135 pages. 

Mr. Arens. That pamphlet I suggest to you, Mr. Flaxer, was published prior 
to the activity of the Willie McGee defense fund. 

Mr. Fuiaxer. I see. I have no information on that. 
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Mr. Arens. I see a contribution listed for the defense of Carl Marzani. 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting who Carl Marzani was or is? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I received a letter from a committee outlining the case for me. 

Mr. Arens. What committee was that? 

Mr. Fiaxer. The Committee in Defense of Carl Marzani, I think, signed by a 
very prominent columnist. 

Mr. Arens. What was his name? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I guess, Mr. Stone, I. F. Stone. I was very much persuaded 
by the needs and the propriety and on that basis made a contribution of $25. 

Mr. Arens. Was this contribution first discussed in the executive eommittee? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Well, the executive board authorized in the budget contributions 
up to but not more than $1,200 a year that I could make on the basis of my own 
discretion. 

Mr. ArEens. Was the contribution to the Willie McGee defense fund made on 
your own discretion? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes. 

Mr. Argns. And the contribution to the Committee for the Defense of Carl 
Marzani and made on your own discretion? 

Mr. Fiaxer. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. And the contribution for the repeal of the McCarran Act was 
made on your own discretion? 

Mr. FLAxeErR. There is more than that. Wé as a union went on record against 
the enactment of the McCarran Act and I think we are actually participating in 
an effort to have the act repealed. 

Mr. ArENns. You say ‘‘we’” as a union. Did the membership vote on this 
matter? 

Mr. FLaxer. I imagine we must have taken this matter up at our convention 
in 1950 if the issue was current. 

Mr. Arens. When was your convention in 1950? 

Mr. Fuaxer. In May. 

Mr. Arens. The McCarran Act did not pass until September of 1950. 

Mr. Fuaxer. It did not. It was in the year. There was a lot of discussion 
about the MeCarran Act. 

Mr. Arens. No; there was not. I don’t want to testify here. I wonder how 
you made your appraisal being against? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Our executive board has taken a position against the McCarran 
Act. 

Mr. ArENs. But the membership has not, is that correct? 

Mr. Friaxer. I don’t know. 

Mr. AreEns. I observe here a contribution to the Federation of Greek Maritime 
Unions. Was that made in your own discretion? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes. I think it was a very minor contribution, wasn’t it, about 
$10? 

Mr. ARENs. Yes. I observe here a contribution to the United Labor Commit- 
tee of $150. Was that made at your own discretion? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes. 

Mr. AreENs. Mr. Fiaxer. I am going to name some organizations here and I 
want you to know that the records of the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities indicate that you are either a member or a sponsor of every one of these 
organizations which I shall name. I want you to comment on your affiliation 
after I name the organization. 

Senator Watkins. What do you mean by comment? Do you want him to say 
whether he was or was not a member? 

Mr. ARENs. I am going to elaborate that. Specifically, I want you to confirm 
or deny your membership or affiliation or sponsorship of these organizations which 
I shall name and we will pause after I name each one. The Committee on 
Election Rights. 

Mr. Fiaxer. You say was named by the House Un-American Committee? 

Mr. AreENs. The record of the House Committee on Un-American Activities 
indicate that you are either a member or sponsor of each one of these organizations 
which I shall read to you, and I want you to confirm or deny vour membership or 
affiliation or sponsorship of these organizations. 

The first one I call your attention to is the Committee on Elect’ »n Rights. 

Mr. Fuaxer. I am constrained to refuse to answer that ques’ ,sir. I plead 
my privilege under the fifth amendment for not answering. 

Mr. ArEns. Why? 
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Mr. Fiaxer. Well, the Committee on House Un-American Activities has com- 
piled a list of organizations which they say is a guide to subversive organizations 
and publications, and in the context of the present hysteria of America, and some 
of the laws, and context of the work of this committee, I feel that an answer to 
that question would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. May I read then the rest of the list? Let me read the rest of the 
list. First is the Committee on Election Rights, the Shappes Defense Committee, 
Joint Committee for Trade Union Rights, the Committee for Defense of Public 
Education, Reichstag Fair Trial Anniversary Committee, Open Letter Defending 
Harry Bridges, National Federation for Constitutional Liberties, American Com- 
mittee for Protection of Foreign Born, American Committee to Save Refugees, 
United American-Spanish Aid Committee, Nonpartisan Committee for the 
Reelection of Congressman Vito Marcantonio, National Negro Congress, Social 
Work Today, Public Use of the Arts Committee, National Council of American- 
Soviet Friendship, and I ask you to confirm or deny your membership or affi.iation 
with those organizations whose names IT have just read. 

Mr. Fuaxer. My answer to the entire list is the same as I gave on the first one. 

Senator Watkins. That would be one by one and specifically your answer would 
be the same to each one of them? 

Mr. Fiaxer. That is correct. 

Senator Watkins. To make the record complete, you are now ordered and 
directed to answer those questions including the first one that is asked you. 

Mr. Fuiaxer. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground I have arleady 
given. 

Senator Warkins. All right, the record is made. 

Mr. ARENs. Now, Mr. Flaxer, I want to read you some sworn testimony which 
has been given to this committee by Mrs. Soboleski, who has identified herself as 
your former wife: 

“Following those series of meetings, we went away from the city for about 2 
weeks onavacation. At that time at the end of the 2 weeks Mr. Flaxer announced 
to me he was planning to join the Communist Party, and he was utterly convinced 
of the validity of the theory and philosophy and he felt that was the thing for 
him to do, to get into work in it:’”’ 

I ask you if you will comment upon the statement made by Mrs. Soboleski? 

Mr. Fiaxer. No comment. 

Mr. AreENs. I ask you whether or not you announced to Mrs. Soboleski as 
stated in her testimony that you were planning to join the Communist Party. 

Mr. FuaxerR. May I have a word with my attorney? 

Senator Warkins. You may consult your counsel. 

Mr. Fuaxer. Allright, sir. I am constrained to refuse to answer this question, 
sir, and plead my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever used any other name besides the name Abram 
Flaxer? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I refuse to answer that question, and ask my privilege under 
the fifth amendment to refuse it. 

Senator Watkins. You are directed and ordered to answer that question. 

Mr. Fuaxer. My answer is the same. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever used the name of John Brant? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I refuse to answer on the ground already stated, and ask for the 
similar privilege that I have already asked for under the Constitution. 

Senator Warkins. I am making the record on this. The same order will be 
made. 

Mr. Fiaxer. Yes, I understand. 

Senator Warkins. My ruling is that as far as I can see it does not and should 
not and would not tend to incriminate you. You are directed and ordered to 
answer. 

Mr. Fiaxer. My answer is the same. 

Mr. AreEns. I would like to read you some more testimony. 

Mr. Fuaxer. Go ahead. It is interesting. 

Mr. ArENs. Testimony of Mrs. Soboleski, an excerpt from the testimony I am 
reading: 

“T want you to be absolutely certain what you say with reference to the joining 
by Mr. Flaxer of the Communist Party in 1935. How do you know that Mr. 
Flaxer joined a unit of the Communist Party in 1935? 

“He told me he was joining and he told me subsequently that he joined under 
the name of John Brant as a party name.” 
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aint ask you now if you told your then wife, who is now Mrs. Soboleski, that you 
had joined the Communist Party under the name of John Brant? 

Mr. FLAxer, I refuse to answer for the same reasons given before. I plead my 
privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Warkrns. The same order will be made with each of these questions, 
that you are directed and ordered to answer, and the ruling is that as far as the 
Chair is concerned, and the committee is concerned, is it our judgment it does not 
tend to incriminate you. I warn you that failure to answer is probably punishable 
by contempt carried out in the proper way according to the laws of the country. 

Mr. Fuaxer. I understand that. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to read you some testimony: 

“Did you at any time see his party card? 

_ “I cannot say any specific occasion, but I know I saw it at some time following 
his announcement, probably within months.” 

Did you at any time show a Communist Party card issued to you or to your then 
wife, who is now Mrs. Soboleski? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I refuse to answer for the reasons given and again request the 
privilege of the Constitution available to me under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I will continue with this same testimony, and it will be the testi- 
mony of Mrs. Soboleski unless I otherwise designate. 

Mr. Fiaxer. And this is testimony before this committee? 

Mr. Arens. Under oath; yes, sir, 

“Did your then husband, Mr. Flaxer, go to any of the cell meetings with you? 

“None. We never attended the meetings together. 

“Did you ever attend any of the meetings of the Communist cell of which he was 
a member? 

“None. Party members were in my mind at various times discussing policy 
and plans and I sometimes was told so and so is a member and sometimes I as- 
sumed it and just felt he was a sympathetic person.” 

Did you while you were married to Mrs. Flaxer, now Mrs. Soboleski, ever 
entertain in your home in meetings members of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I didn’t quite get that. Are yoy asking me a question? 

Mr. ARENs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fiaxer. I am sorry I didn’t get the question. 

Mr. Arens. The question I just asked you is whether while you were married 
to Mrs. Flaxer, who is now Mrs. Soboleski, did you every have Communist Party 
meetings in your home? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I refuse to answer on the ground stated and request my privilege 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to read some more testimony. 

Senator Warkrins. The same order will be entered in each case. 

Mr. ARENs (reading): 

“Have you seen the Communist Party card of Abram Flaxer? 

“Yes. 

“And you identify him as a member of the Communist Party? 

“T do up to the time I left or we separated.” 

What time did you separate from Mrs. Flaxer who is now Mrs, Soboleski? 

Mr. Fiaxer,. I have just forgotten. Doesn’t she say? I am sure it is in her 
mind, 

Mr. Arens. I am just asking you. 

Mr. FLAxeER. I have forgotten. 

Mr. ArENs. Do you have any comment to make on this testimony? 

Mr. Fiaxer. No comment. . 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been at Communist Party headquarters in New 
York City at Thirteenth Street? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I refuse to answer that, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Why? 

Mr. Fuaxer. For the reasons given before to all of these questions, and request 
the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. ArEeNns. Do you know a man by the name of Henry W. Wenning? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. He was affiliated with the United Public Workers for a while, 
was he not? That is, with the predecessor organization of the United Public 
Workers? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Which one? 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Wenning. 

Mr. Fiaxer. Which predecessor? 
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Mr. AreEns. The State, county, municipal organizations. 

Mr. F.iaxer. Because there were two predecessors. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fiaxer. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What was the name of the organization that he and you were in at 
the same time? 

Mr. Fiaxer. You mean the union? 

Mr. ARENs. Yes. 

Mr. Fiaxer. The State, County, and Municipal Workers of America. 

Mr. AReEns. Yes. 

Mr. Fuaxer. The State, County, and Municipal Workers of America. 

Mr. Arens. And what was your connection with the State, County, and 
Municipal Workers organization at the time Mr. Wenning was affiliated with the 
organization? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I was the president. I have stated that before. 

Mr. ArEens. What was his office? 

Mr. Fiaxer. He was the secretary-treasurer. 

Mr. AreNs. What organizations did you and Mr. Wenning belong to beside the 
State, County, and Municipal Workers? 

Mr. FLAxerR. That is a peculiar question, sir. 

Mr. ArENs. You were both members of the State, County, and Municipal 
Workers, weren’t you? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What other organizations were you members of? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Be specific about that. 

Mr. AreEns. I am asking you to be specific. 

Mr. Fuaxer. I can’t be specific unless you ask me a question. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of any other organization of which Mr. 
Wenning was a member? 

Mr. Fiaxer. You read a whole list of organizations, apparently, that you 
claim 

Mr. Arens. What organizations were you and Mr. Wenning members of 
besides the State, county, and municipal union? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I think you have to be specific about that. 

Senator Warkrns. I think that is as specific as anyone can make it. 

Mr. FLAxer. You mean I[ have to rake my mind to tell—— 

Senator Watkins. Why, certainly. We all have to do that when we are on the 
witness stand. We have to probe our mind and dig and dig. 

Mr. Fiaxer. Suppose I give an organization which I think we both belonged to, 
and he did not belong to, then what? 

Senator Warkins. That is the best of your memory. 

Mr. Fiaxer. Then you have testimony in there that I said he belongs. I don’t 
get that at all. 

Senator Watkins. That is the question and you are required to answer the best 
you can. 

Mr. Arens. Let me pose a preliminary question. Were you and Mr. Wenning 
members together in any organization to your knowledge other than the State, 
county, and municipal union? 

Mr. Fraxer. Any organization? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FLAXER. I suppose. 

Mr. Arens. Now name some of them or name one. 

Mr. Fraxer. I don’t know. I suppose. It might be possible that we could 
be. 

Senator Watkins. You can not, of course, give it if you do not know, but if 
you do know that vou were both members of a certain organization, then that is 
what we are asking for. 

Mr. Fraxer. I think this is a question calculated to trap me into some kind of 
an answer which might incriminate me. 

Senator WaTKINs. It is trying to get an answer as to the factual matter. 

Mr. Fuaxer. Let him say what organization he is talking about, and I will be 
able to answer ‘“‘yes’”’ or ‘‘no’’. But I just can’t answer a general question like 
that. I think it is a question 

Senator Watkins. Do you not know of any organizations to which you be- 
longed? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I might, but I am not going to talk about it unless he is specific. 

Senator Watkins. You are directed to answer the question. I think it is 
sufficiently specific. Do you know whether there are any other organizations 
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that you know that both you and he were members-of; if you do, you are required 
to answer the question. 

Mr. Fiaxer. I object to that ruling. : 

Senator Watkins. That is all right. Your objection is on the record. Now 
you are directed and ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Fiaxer. I think that that question is a question that is calculated to wrap 
and to establish a link with something my answer to which might bring forth, I 
am fearful about it, I am fearful it would bring forth testimony that would be 
used against me, and incriminate me, and I therefore refuse to answer the question, 
and plead the privilege of the fifth amendment for not answering. 

Senator Watkins. The record is made. We will proceed. 

Mr. Fuaxer. May I ask a question of Mr. Arens? 

Senator Warkins. If it is anything to throw light on the question he is asking 
you, you may. 

Mr. Fiaxer. It will throw light for me. Did Mr. Wenning testify before this 
committee and give you information to that effect? 

Senator Warkins. That is not a proper question. 

Mr. Fiaxer. It isn’t a proper question? 

Senator Watkins. No; it is not. The committee is not here for questioning. 
You are here to answer questions. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not Mr. Wenning was ever a member of 
the Communist Party? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I refuse to answer that, sir, on the ground that an answer might 
tend to produce testimony against me, and claim the privilege of the fifth 
amendment. 

Senator Watkins. You are directed and ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Fiaxer. The same answer, sir. 

Senator Warkins. The same answer means that you refuse? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I refuse and I give the same reasons and give the same privilege. 

Mr. ArENs. Mr. Flaxer, you were present at a meeting of the national executive 
committee of the Communist Party shortly prior to April 23, 1940, were you not? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. I refuse to answer and wish to avail myself of my privilege for 
not answering this under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Watkins. Same ruling. 

Mr. Arens. You were also present on November 25, 1940, at the meeting of the 
New York City Communist Committee, isn’t that so? 

Mr. FLaxErR. Same answer as before. 

Mr. Arens. On November 18, 1941, you attended a Communist Party top 
faction meeting in room 3220 at Barlem Tower in Detroit, didn’t you? 

Mr. FLaxer. Will you repeat that again? 

Mr. Arens. On November 18, 1941, you attended a Communist Party top 
faction meeting in room 3220 at the Barlem Tower in Detroit; didn’t vou? 

Mr. Fiaxnr. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds and same reasons 
given before and ask for the same privilege under the Constitution. 

Senator Warxins. The same order as given in connection with the previous 
questions and refusals. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Roy Hudson? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I don’t understand that question. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Roy Hudson? Do you know a man by the name of Roy 
Hudson? 

Mr. Fuaxtr. The question is, Do I know a man by the name of Roy Hudson? 

Mr. Arene. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fuaxer. | refuse to answer that one on the same grounds as‘! have stated 
before and request the same privilege under the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Eugene Dennis? 

Mr. Fuaxir. Same answer. 

Mr. Artens. Who is Lewis Merril!? Do you know a man by the name of 
Lewis Merrill? 

Mr. Fuaxrr. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Who is he? 

Mr. Fiaxer. He used to be the president of the United Office and Professional 
Workers of America. If that is the person you are referring to. 

Mr. ArENs. Yes, sir. Do you know a man by the name of Eugene Dennis? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I refuse to answer that one on the grounds I have indicated 
before for my refusal to answer and request the same privilege under the fifth 
amendment. 

Senator Watkins. The same order as entered with respect to previous questions 
which the witness has refused to answer for the same reason. 
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Mr. Arens. Now, on February 8, 1944, did you make a speech in New York 
City? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I made a lot of speeches in my time. Do you expect me to 
remember a specific date? 

Mr. ARENs. You don’t remember whether or not you made a speech 

Mr. Fiaxer. You have to identify it, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. ARENs. Let me identify it by reading some of the statements you made: 

“‘Ccmrades, I sort of feel that any of my remarks that I will make now will be 
sort of echoes of the speeches made previous to me. And it oecurs to me that one 
of the reasons for it is that the line of the party on the Tehran Declaration is so 
clear, and that the answers to all of the questions raised by Comrade Foster seem 
to be so obvious, that they just occur to everybody. And, therefore, I also 
wonder whether it’s just a question of misunderstanding, or lack of understanding 
of the significance of Tehran, or whether it’s a refusal to accept it. I’m very much 
impressed—I should say as I read the letter which I got as I entered the room— 
one of the things that impressed me very much is the, was what Gil (Green) 
and Gene (Dennis) termed the idealistic character of the article. It just wasn’t 
grounded in the scientific thinking, the kind that we presumably are masters of, 
and which leads me to, if | may be * * * to—a psychological approach to 
them, a riddle, as it were. 

“TI think that there’s a number of people in the country who are sort of getting 
restless with the idea of the lessening of the class struggle. Well, they accept it 
during the course of the war, no strikes and none of the * * *, but after the 
war and the prospect of no class conflict and--no strikes after the war is, to say 
the least, sometimes very depressing to some people, and I might say, to others 
who are sometimes insecure in their own feelings in their own leadership. Per- 
haps they look toward the possibility of class conflict and strike as a sort of a 
way out to some of their problems. For example, I have heard no less a person, 
mass leader, than R. J. Thomas, one time in answering some of the difficulties 
that he had to face before the rank and file in trying to get his union members 
not to strike at this time, saying, ‘Well, after the war I’l!l be the first one to lead 
you.’ Now, naturally that was a response not based upon an understanding of 
things or a desire to actually lead the workers, but a desire to sort of capitulate 
to their weaknesses. 

‘‘Now that’s one phase of it. And I think another phase is just not being able 
to accept the idea that, well, a lessening of the class conflict. And that’s what 
the logic of Tehran is for this country, for the working class here. I think that’s 
what is implied in seeing the Tehran declaration on—for taking the Tehran 
declaration on its face value, of reading something else in it, because if we take 
it on its face value—well, what does it mean, in fact? It’s the faet that, as Gil 
(Green) pointed out, of a compromise being arrived at between two different 
worlds and signatures have been appended to that compromise, which changes 
all kinds of relations in the world. And if you take that as a fact, and you see 
what has followed from it, well then, if we want to have certain kinds of struggles 
in this country * * * accomplished, then we'll say, ‘Well, it doesn’t really 
mean what it says, there’s certain other things implied.’ 

‘For example, Comrade (Sam) Darcy talks about the second front—we have 
neglected the ery for the second front. Now that has already been discussed by 
another comrade, but actually that’s not taking the declaration at its face value. 
Comrade Browder says that we should now leave it to the experts. All right, he’s 
taking the whole declaration on its face value. And when I say on its face value, 
I don’t have to emphasize that Comrade Browder is just taking a superficial 
review of the aeclaration. Face value means an evaluation of the relationship of 
forces on the basis of objective facts and not on the basis of subjective ideas. 
Now, I believe that is in substantiation of my contention that this desire for 
sharpening of the * * * conflict rather than lessening it on the part of 
Comrade Foster. 

‘“‘T place before you his manner in which he singles out the whole question of 
National Association of Manufacturers and what he considers the awful misin- 
terpretation by one of the trade-unionists of Comrade Browder’s report on the 
question of strikes. The very fact or very idea that some of the trade-unionists 
look toward the possibility that there will not be any strikes is rather appalling 
to Comrade Foster. And he holas up this business of the organized movement 
of capitalism under the National Association of Manufacturers as something that 
we have to not merely worry about but get organized to really fight on the battle 
field of—economice battlefield. 

‘‘Now maybe it’s said by some that well, Tehran really doesn’t—or at least we 
can make too much out of it. The fact that the Soviet Union has come to an 











18 PROCBEDINGS AGAINST ABRAM FLAXER 


agreement with two of the major capitalist countries in the world should not cause 
us to overoptimism on the question because—take a look at the fact that the 
U. 8. 8S. R. had agreements with other capitalist countries. For example, we had 
an agreement with Turkey for many years, and while the agreement was in force 
and effect they were hanging Communists in Turkey. Well, the agreement in 
Turkey, the hanging of the Communists, occurred before Tehran, and Tehran is 
a fundamentally different situation, as just an agreement between the Soviet 
Union and one country, therefore, the sort of a stopgap or nonaggression treaty. 
This is without question a notice to all the masses all over the world that when 
Stalin signed the declaration that there has been a compromise, but the compro- 
mise is in the interests of the overwhelming masses of the people; and that the 
masses of the people can develop new forms and other methods of promoting their 
interests and defending them; and that this declaration, and the existence of the 
Soviet Union, is one of the guaranties to enable the working classes all over the 
world to promote their interests in ways other than the sharpening of the class 
struggle. : 

‘“Now, some discussion has oecurred about the high-faluting economic level on 
the postwar situation. Now we fling around billions of dollars and try to prove 
that we just can’t spend that amount of money. Well, I don’t know, I can’t 
actually visualize such billions of dollars, but I also cannot visualize the stretches 
of the world that have to be reconstructed after the war, and on the level on 
which they have to be reconstructed. For example, the Soviet Union itself. 
The great stretches of that land that have to be rebuilt. The great construction 
projects that will have to go on in China after the war. And that is made pos- 
sible by the Tehran agreement. And of all lands, India, a great colonial country. 
And all the other countries. My goodness, in South America—why, I can see 
many years of peaceful construction throughout the world, and the kind of a 
construction on the basis of which it will be possible for the workingmen and 
capitalism to profitably work together. And in the course of such a construction 
obviously the well-being of the masses of the people are bound to improve. It’s 
not just going to be—as Gil (Green) pointed out—that the United States is going 
to lend a couple of billions of dollars to Tito and Tito will be bought and sold. 
That’s kind of ridiculous. It will have to be a different form than it was in the 
pre-Tehran days of investment and capital—a form under which it will be possible 
for nations to develop in a more democratic way and in a freer way. 

“One other thought that came to my mind when Comrade Foster was discussing 
the question—the way in which he dealt with President Roosevelt almost made me 
feel that, well, some of the classics have not recently been read, especially on the 
Theory of the State. I mean, after all, the Roosevelt is not some super govern- 
ment * * * and he certainly is not a president of a labor government. He 
is president of a capitalist government that we have in the United States. And 
that guy signed the Tehran agreement. He’s the representative of the capitalist 
class, the most powerful capitalist class in the world. Now obviously if he did 
not have the support of the dominant seetions of capitalism in this country he 
wouldn’t have signed the Tehran declaration. That's the way it looks to me. 
And, therefore, think it’s erroneous to believe that after the Tehran—after 
Hitler is defeated—that American capitalism will go its imperialist way, because 
then we would have to say that the—well, Roosevelt was lying and that the 
Tehran decision cannot be taken on its face value, and that chaos is in the minds 
of the people who signed the Tehran decision. 

“Now, one other point that I’d like to mention and I'll conclude. Comrade 
Foster made much of the declaration of Comrade Browder about a coalition ticket, 
the idea being that well, we’re sort of selling out, that that cannot be Roosevelt. 
And in addition to that, the idea is sort of put out here that, well, we are not so 
interested as to whether Roosevelt will be reelected or not. Now, gosh, that’s 
flying in the face of fact. I remember after the—I guess it was after the CIO 
convention—some of us guys got together and Comrade Ear! (Browder) was sitting 
there with us and discussing it, and I think he pointed out that one of the major 
weaknesses was a failure of a fourth term resolution; and he at all times, I think, 
gave us a very fine talk about misconceptions that existed in the labor movement 
about whether Roosevelt will run or will not run. And I think that as a result of 
that talk, all of us were first clarified about the utmost importance of raising a 
struggle * * * Yes, of drafting Roosevelt and of labor being the base for 
his election. Now, therefore, in line with that and in line with the consistent 

licy of the party—why look, ask anybody in the street who is—who wants 

sevelt to run on the fourth term, who is his most consistent support for a 
fourth term, and they will tell you, the Communist Party. Now, too, on the face 
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of that, to conclude from Comrade Earl’s remarks that, well, we sort of don’t 
care now whether Roosevelt will run or not is kind of ridiculous. Obviously, when 
Earl suggested a coalition ticket, let us say with Roosevelt and Willkie, why it 
meant Roosevelt in the first position, President, and Willkie as Vice President or 
what not. And incidentally I don’t see anything outlandish in that. I think 
it’s something, and I think that something of this kind is eminently desired by the 
vast majority of the people—proposal for the two * * * Parties to get to- 
= on this thing and decide upon a proper ticket. Well, a proper ticket just 
to be a ticket with Roosevelt at the head of it. 

“Now, one final remark and I’ll be through. Comrade (Sam) Darcy, before 
he started to get down to brass tacks—and made a lot of what I call apologetics 
for the forthcoming remarks, I think the main tune of it was that—let’s come to 
an agreement, don’t draw the line sharply, and let’s sort of compromise. Well, 
that’s something brand new in the Communist Party as far as I know. I think 
either we have a line or we haven’t got a line, and either the line is correct or 
it’s not correct. 

“And I don’t, you know, we’re not collective bargaining here. It’s not, I’m 
offering $50 and you give me $35 and we’ll settle for $42. It’s $50 or nothing or 
something else. 

“Well, sometimes it is necessary to exaggerate to see the point, to see either 
the error of the way or the correct way. And I think that in the discussion of 
this character the—perhaps the sharpest kind of drawing of line is without 
question necessary because any slight weakening of it leaves the way open for 
further weakness and vacillations within the party which, over the years, we have 
just united and we were proud of, and which I’m positive we will just continue to 

ave.” 

Did you make a speech with that context in it which I have just read to you 
on February 8, 1944? 

Mr. FLaxerR. Pretty involved, isn’t it? 

Mr. Chairman, I refuse to answer that. 

Senator Watkins. Does it sound like you? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I refuse to answer that, sir, on the ground that an answer might 
tend to incriminate me, and I plead the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Warkins. You are directed and ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. FLAXER. Same answer. 

Senator Warxkins. The record will show the witness refused. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, and ask you to affirm or deny the fact 
that you gave the speech which I have just read at the meeting of the political 
committee of the Communist Party in New York City on February 8, 1944. 

Mr. FLAxeER. I gave the answer to that. 

Senator Warxins. Is this the same question, Mr. Arens? 

Mr. Arens. I didn’t know that the record was clear on his declination to 
identify. 

Senator Warkins. Your refusal will be the same to the second question? 

Mr. FLAxerR. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Jack Stachel? 

Mr. FuLaxer. I refuse to answer that question on the ground that I have 
already stated, and ask for the privilege I have already requested under the 
Constitution. 

Senator WaTkins. You are directed and ordered to answer. 

Mr. Fiaxer. The same answer. 

Mr. Arens. Do you reeall a meeting on July 15, 1949, at the bill of rights con- 
ference sponsored by the Civil Rights Congress in New York City? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Sponsored by the Civil Rights Congress? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Fiaxer. I don’t recall such a meeting. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact that you were in attendance at the meeting, 
and that you made a speech in which you stated, ‘‘We must fight for the freedom 
of the Communist and the Communist Party for the sake of civil rights. This 
conference is a sign that people are becoming aroused and fighting back.”’ 

Did you make that statement? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I might have. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever written for the New Masses? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I don’t recall. 

Mr. AreEns. Didn’t you write an article on April 27, 1943, entitled, ‘No Room 
for Riddles,’ which appeared in the New Masses? 

Mr. Fiaxer. It is possible. I don’t know. I don’t recall. 
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Mr. Arens. The New Masses was the official monthly magazine of the 
Communist Party, isn’t that correct? 

Mr. Fiaxer. What did you say that time? 

Mr. Arens. The New Masses was the official monthly magazine of the 
Communist Party, isn’t that a fact? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Is that what the masthead said? 

Mr. Arens. I am just asking you whether or not you know that the official 
menenr magazine of the Communist Party back in April 1943 was the New 

asses. 

Mr. FLtaxer. In view of the way in which this testimony has been going, I 
think I want to plead the privilege and refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. You have already answered the question that you thought you 
may have written articles for the New Masses, as I understood your testimony. 

Mr. Fiaxer. I said I didn’t know and it may be. 

Senator WaTkins. You did do some writing, did you not? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Oh, I wrote, certainly I did some writing. 

Mr. Arens. In 1944, did you appeal to the President to release Earl Browder?’ 

Mr. Fiaxer. Again for the same reason I have just now indicated, in view of 
the testimony and this hearing is going I decline to answer that particular question 
and plead the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator WaTkKiNns. You are directed and ordered to answer. 

Mr. FLaxerR. Same answer. 

Mr. Arens. In 1945, did you urge the commissioning of Communists in the 
United States Army 

Mr. FLaxerR. Same answer. 

Mr. AreENs: The Daily Worker of March 18, 1945, lists the name Abram 
Flaxer as one of the individuals who is supporting the commissioning of Com- 
munists in the United States Army. Do you wish to affirm or deny that fact? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. There is nothing to affirm or deny. I am not responsible for 
what newspapers print. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever written for a magazine called Social Work Today? 

Mr. Fuaxer. It is possible. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Arens. Social Work Today has been cited as a Communist publication 
do you know that? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I didn’t know that. I think that it is cited here. 

Senator Watrins. By “here,’’ what do you mean? 

Mr. Fuaxer. In this compendium of subversive organizations published by the 
Un-American Committee. I see they cite that. That is what they said. I 
wasn’t aware of it. 

Mr. Arens. Shortly after the enactment of the Internal Security Act, popu- 
larly known as the McCarran Aet, did you participate in a rally against the In- 
ternal Security Act? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I am very sorry. Will you please repeat the beginning of that 

uestion? 
Mr. Arens. In September of 1950, shortly after the enactment of the McCarran 
Act, did you participate in a rally protesting the Internal Security Act? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I might have. 

Mr. Arens. Under what auspices was that rally? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I don’t know what rally you are referring to. You asked me 
whether I participated in a rally, and I said I might have. ‘‘A rally.” 

Mr. Arens. Do you belong to any organizations or committees or groups under- 
taking to repeal the McCarran Act? 

Mr. Fiaxer. What do you mean by “belong’’? 

Mr. Arens. You know what I mean. Are you affiliated, associated in some 
organization which is undertaking to cause the repeal of the Interal Security Act? 

Mr. Fiaxer. That is pretty broad. As the contribution indicates, I have con- 
tributed to a committee that is attempting to repeal the MeCarran Act. 

Mr. Arens. What does the Communist Party think about the McCarran Act? 

Mr. Fiaxpr. You ask them, huh. 

Mr. Arens. What do you think about the McCarran Act? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I think it stinks. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Dr. John Ernest Reineke? 

Mr. Fuaxer. It doesn’t strike a bell. 

Mr. Arens. Were you in the Hawaiian Islands in May 1947? 

Mr. FLAxerR. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did you see Dr. Reincke while you were there? 

Mr. Fvaxer. Unless you identify this man better than that—— 

Mr. Arens. You identify him. 
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Mr. Fiaxer. I wouldn’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Did you meet any Communist Party executives while you were in 
Hawaii? 

Mr. Fiaxer. That is the kind of a question that is ir the category of when did 
you last stop beating your wife. What do you expect me to answer to that? 

Mr. Arens. Did you have any sessions with any top Communist Party ieaders 
in Hawaii when you were there in 1947? 

Mr. Friaxer, I guess I will have to refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds that I have refused other questions. 

Senator Watkins. You are directed and ordered to answer. 

Mr. FLaxerR. Same answer. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have any sessions with Wilfred Oka while you were in 
Hawaii? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Wilfred Oka? 

Mr. Fiaxer. He used to be an international representative of our union. 

Mr. Arens. And he is now one of the two or three top Communists in the 
Hawaiian Islands, is he not? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I don’t know that. 

Mr. Arens. What caused your tour of the Hawaiian Islands? 

Mr. FiaxerR. Well, we were contemplating an organizing drive among the 
public employees there. 

Mr. Arens. How many members do you have in the Hawaiian Islands? 

Mr. Fiaxrr. About a thousand. 

Mr. Arens. In what units are they located? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Mostly county employees, some taxi workers. 

Mr. Arens. Who is your top man in Hawaii? 

Mr. Fuaxer, What do you mean by top man? 

Mr. Arens. The chief man representing the United Public Workers. 

Senator Watkins. Probably you call him president. 

Mr. Fuaxer. No, we have an international representative. Whether he is 
the top man or not, I don’t know. There are elected officials there, I presume. 
But our international representative there is Mr. Henry Epstein. 

Mr. Arens. Do any of your members in the Hawaiian Islands work in the 
Federal agencies there? 

Mr. FLaxer. I don’t believe so. 

Senator Watkins. Do they work in the Territorial agencies? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I would doubt it. I would doubt it very much. 

Senator Watkins. Are they all in the county and city government? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I think they are mostly county-city hospitals, taxi drivers. 

Mr. ArEns. Did you see John Wayne Hall, or were you in session with him 
while you were in the Hawaiian Islands? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Are you talking about Jack Hall, the regional director out there 
of the JLWU? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Fiaxer. Certainly I saw him. 

Mr. ArENs. What was the occasion for seeing him? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I discussed the possibilities of our putting on a drive, the extent 
to which he could help. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not he is a Communist? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I didn’t discuss these matters with him. 

Mr. ARENs. Do you know whether or not he is a Communist? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Look, let me make it very plain. Any time you ask me that kind 
of a question, I am going to refuse to answer. 

Senator War«kins. For the purpose of the record, you are directed and ordered 
answer the question. 

Mr. Fiaxer. All right. Then I refuse to answer on the same ground I have 
already given and plead the same privilege under the Constitution. 

Mr. ArENsS. How many members of the executive committee of the United 
Public Workers to your knowledge are not Communists? 

Mr. Fuaxer. You are getting very tricky, aren’t you? I refuse to answer on 
the grounds that I have stated before and ask for the same privilege. 

Mr. Arens. How many members of the executive committee of the United 
Public Workers to your knowledge are Communists? 

Mr. FuaxerR. The same answer, the same reason, the same privilege requested. 

Mr. Arens. Does your organization, the United Public Workers, preclude 
Communists from membership? 
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Mr. FLaxer. Well, our organization lays no bars to membership on the ground 
of race, creed, color, or political affiliation. 

Mr. ArENs. Does it preclude Communists from membership? 

Mr. FLaxer, It does not preclude anybody on the ground of race, creed, color, 
sex or political affiliation, 

Mr. ArENs. Does it preclude Communists? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I have given you the answer twice and I will repeat it again. 

Mr. AreNs, Answer the question ‘‘yes’’ or “‘no’’ as to whether or not your 
organization precludes Communists. 

Senator Warkins, He has in effect said it does not, so I think the question is 
answered. 
: Mr. Amann, Are you now or have you ever been a member of the Communist 
arty? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I refuse to answer on the ground already stated and plead the 
same privilege. 

Senator Warxins. You are directed to answer that question. 

Mr. FLaxerR. Same answer. 

Senator Warxins. The committee will now be in recess until 2 p. m. today, 
and the witness is required to return at that time. 

(At 12 noon, a recess was taken until 2 p. m., the same day.) 


AFTER RECESS 


(Pursuant to taking the recess, the subcommittee reconvened at 2 p. m., 
Senator Arthur V. Watkins presiding.) 

Also present: Richard Arens, staff director; Frank W. Schroeder, professional 
staff member; Donald D. Connors, Jr., investigator, Mitchel M. Carter, investi- 
gator; Edward R. Duffy, investigator. 

Senator Watkins. The committee will be in session. You may proceed. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that Mr. Connors of our 
staff continue with the interrogation. 


Testimony OF ABRAM FLAXER, ACCOMPANIED BY Davip Rein, ATTORNEY AT 
Law, 711 FourTeenta Street NW., Wasuineton, D. C.—Resumed 


Mr. Connors. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Flaxer, I have a list of two or more agencies or branches of the Federal 
Government. I would like to ask you whether or not the UPWA has union 
members employed in these various branches. 

The first one is the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Mr. Fuaxer. I am quite sure we don’t have any there. 

Mr. Connors. The second one is the Department of Justice. 

Mr. Fiaxer. I am equally certain we don’t have anybody there either. 

Mz: Connors. The National Security Resources Board, 

Mr. Fiaxer. I really don’t know. I would doubt it. 

Mr. Connors. The Securities and Exchange Commission. 

Mr. Fuaxer. I don’t know. 

Mr. Connors. The Reconstruction Finance Commission. 

Mr. Fuaxer. I would doubt it very, very much. 

Mr. Connors. You have some members of the union who are also employees 
of the Immigration and Naturalization Service, do you not? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I am a little bit concerned that 1 can’t give you a real definite 
answer. I doubt it. 

Mr. Connors. Isn’t it a matter of fact that in local 20 of United Public Workers 
of America in New York City there are some members of that union who are em- 
ployed in the Immigration and Naturalization Service? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I don’t know. It may be. 

Mr. Connors. How about the Department of Commerce? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. I still couldn’t give you a definite answer. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever tried to organize—and I mean by organize, have 
you ever tried to have union members in the Atomic Energy Commission? 

Mr. Fiaxer. No. At one time we had about a dozen students at the Argonne 
Lab in Chicago, and they joined one of the other locals. When I learned about it, 
I directed the regional director to eliminate them from membership. I was un- 
certain about the jurisdiction in that situation. I knew that one of the CIO 
affiliates was organizing in Atomic Energy, and frankly I didn’t want—at least I 
couldn’t see our union getting involved in organizing a field where another union 
definitely had the jurisdiction. 
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Mr. Connors. Do you feel at this present time that your union has jurisdiction 
to organize employees of the Atomic Energy Commission? 

Mr. Fuiaxer, I will give you a better answer—we don’t intend to organize. 

Mr. Connors. As a matter of fact, your union is no longer with CIO, is that 
correct? 

Mr, Fuaxer. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. You were expelled from CIO, is that correct? 

Mr. FLaxer. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. And the reason for that expulsion was that the CIO charged 
that the UPWA followed the Communist line, is that correct? 

Mr. Fuaxer. That was the reason stated. It is not the reason. 

Mr. Connors. That was the reason given by CIO. 

Mr. FuaxerR. Yes. 

Senator Watkins. I am curious to hear what the reason was if that was not it. 

Mr. Fuaxer. We had a situation in the CIO that involved a lot of important 
organizational policies. For example, at one convention Mr. Murray wanted an 
increase in per capita tax. We weren’t against an increased per capita tax if we 
could see a valid reason for it. We wanted to know what the need was for it. 
We never were able to get a financial statement. I have been on the CIO execu- 
tive board from the time the CIO was organized until our expulsion, I had never 
saw a financial statement given to us. 

Senator Watkins. Not since the Taft-Hartley law was enacted? 

Mr. Fiaxer. F never saw it. 

Senator Watkins. Did you try to get one? 

Mr. FLtaxer, Oh, yes. I made several requests for it. 

Senator Warkins. They refused to give you a copy? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Yes; they refused to give us acopy. All that happened was that 
David MacDonald would get up and read off a lot of figures from a lot of pages, 
just like that, and somebody else would get up and say I move to adopt, and that 
was the end of that. 

Senator Warkins. They did not circulate copies of what he read around the 
meeting? 

Mr. FLAxer. No, sir. 

Senator Watkins. Nothing was mailed out to the member either? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Never. That was one item. 

As I say, I didn’t object to the per capita increase if the organization needed 
it, but I wanted to know the need because it meant an additional drain on the 
resources of our union, The reasons given were that they needed some money 
for pay increases to the organizers and to finance a southern organizing drive. 
To my mind they were two doubtful reasons. Frankly, I thought that the or- 
ganizers were being paid enough. I didn’t know the exact sum of money, but I 
thought it was considerable. I know they got more pay than I did, and I was an 
international president. 

As for the southern organizing drive, I had had some very sad experiences with 
CIO organizing drive in the South when we were down there. Unfortunately, 
the policy of organizing Jim Crow locals was pursued on the theory that you have 
to organize in the South on the basis of the traditions of the South. I didn’t 
think that the organized labor movement could accede to such conditions as 
segregation, as Jim Crow. 

Our union tried to organize on a non-Jim Crow basis and we were dealt with 
rather severely by some of the CIO organizers down there when we tried to do 
that. Apparently we evidently set an example that they did not want to abide 
by or which sort of, I guess, exposed Jim Crow policies. That was one of them. 
It was a very basic organizational question. It was an intraunion question. 

Secondly, CIO embarked on a program of rating its own affiliates. Our union 
was rated, by various organizations of CIO. Any protest against that didn’t 
seem to be of any avail. In fact, I remember one executive board meeting voting 
against the lifting of the charter of one of the organizations, not really the lifting 
of the charter, but a ruling that one of the organizations go into another union. 
I voted against it because that union had just had a conference or convention or 
special conclave of some sort, and they had a poll of their membership and their 
membership wanted to stay where they were. 

I worked on the theory that a union ought to be run on the basis of its rank and 
file. It may be advisable for an organization to go into another one, but I don’t 
think anybody should compel it to do so against the wishes of the rank and file. 

I think I engendered the hostility of Mr. Murray and some of the other top 
leaders in the CIO for that. Then along came the election campaign of 1948, and 
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I objected to having our union in a blanket way endorse the election of the present 
President of the United States. I had nothing against him really. That was not 
the reason. But I tried to explain at an executive board meeting that aside from 
the fact that I thought it would be unwise for labor to tie itself to a political party, 
that as far as our union is concerned, we just couldn’t doit. It would be runiation 
for us because we have to deal with officials who are members of the various 
political parties. As a matter of fact, many of our members were active and are 
active workers in Republican clubs in the counties and the Democratic clubs, and 
so on, and I could not embarrass our people by coming out and saying that this 
union endorses thus and so. 

I again got an awful beating around the ears, a verbal beating, I mean, for taking 
that position. I felt that not only should the trade-union movement in America 
have an independent political position and not be virtually the labor committee of 
the Democratic Party or the Repubtioas Party for that matter—it so happened 
that they tied in with the Democrats—but that our union couldn’t. We had to 
maintain an entirely nonpartisan attitude. Sure our locals may endorse candi- 
dates here and there, but that is their business. We never dictate to them. That 
was especially a big breaking point. It was a source of great irritation. 

Senator War«ins. You do not think it was because of their charges that you 
were Communist or Communist-dominated or followed the Communist line? 

Mr. Fiaxer. No; the trial shows that the charges didn’t hold any water. 

Senator Watkins. Where was the trial held? 

Mr. Fuaxer. The CIO headquariers. 

Senator Warkins. In New York? 

Mr. Fuaxer. No; in Washington, right here at 718 Jackson Place. 

Senator Warkins. Did they permit you to testify there? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Unfortunately they didn’t. They limited the time of testimony. 
Some of our people testified. _I protested that I didn’t get a chance to testify but 
they said it is too bad. 

Senator Warkins. Were you present? 

Mr. FLaAxer. Oh, yes; I was present. 

Senator Warkins. Did they keep a record of the proceedings? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Isn’t it a matter of fact that at the time you were supposed to 
devote to testifying you devoted to cross-examination of CIO witnesses? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I don’t know what you mean by that. I certainly examined the 
witnesses against me. That was my right. 

Mr. Connors. Wasn’t that the time during which you were supposed to testify 
and give your arguments? 

Mr. Ftaxer. No. The days were not divided into hours saying that hour A was 
Flaxer’s hour and hour B is somebody else’s hour. 

Mr. Connors. At the CIO hearing, did you in fact deny you were a member of 
the Communist Party? 

Mr. Fuaxer. First of all, I was never asked that question. 

Mr. Connors. You were asked the question this morning by Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Fuaxer. We were talking about that hearing. 

Mr. Connors. Let us talk about this hearing now. 

Mr. Friaxer. O. K. I thought the Senator was interested in the real reasons 
why we were kicked out of the CIO. 

Senator Warxins. I asked for that, and you have given your version. Did 
they give you a copy of the transcript of the proceedings? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. Yes. 

Senator Watkins. Do you have it now? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I had to buy it. I don’t have it with me. 

Senator Warkins. Where is it now? 

Mr. Fuaxek. It is in the office. ° 

Senator Watkins. It belongs to your union, of course? 

Mr. Furaxer. Yes. 

Senator Watkins. I suggest you add that to the agenda. We would like to 
have that brought in. You understand what I mean. The hearings you had 
before the CIO. 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes. I understand what you want. 

Mr. Connors. Will you undertake to send that to the chairman of the sub- 
committee? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I will take that under consideration. I don’t have to reject it 
now or accept it. 
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Senator Warkins. When this other material is sent in within 10 days we want 
it on the same order. 

Mr. Fiaxer. I understand the demand. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Flaxer, you said a few moments ago in the talk you made 
that it has been your position that a union and I suppose specifically your labor 
union should be run for the benefit of the rank and file members. Is that a correct 
appraisal of your statement? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Has that always been your view in conducting the affairs of 
UPWA and its predecessor unions? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Yes; I would say so. 

Mr. Connors. Is it your contention that an organizer who is not fulfilling 
his function should not be an organizer? 

Mr. Fitaxer. You are putting it very broadly. I would say in general terms 
that is so. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall an organizer who used to work for you or for your 
union called William Gaulden? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. I remember William Gaulden. He never worked for the United 
Public Workers of America. 

Mr. Connors. He worked for the predecessor union, State, County and 
Municipal Workers of America? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I don’t believe that. I believe he worked for a local union. 

Mr. Connors. Of which you were president, is that correct? 

Mr. Fiaxer. No; I was the general manager of that local. 

Mr. Connors. Were you the principal officer of the union for which Mr. 
William Gaulden worked? 

Mr. FLaxer. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Was it within your province to discharge him? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. Well, I don’t think that it was. I think that I certainly had a 
lot to do with hiring and dismissing people, but I don’t think it was at that time 
my sole province. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall being dissatisfied with his work as an organizer? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I might have been. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall being dissatisfied with his work? 

Mr. Fiaxer. There might have been some items in his work that. were not 
satisfactory. Other items were very satisfactory. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall agreeing with Mr. Henry Wenning that Mr. 
William Gaulden should be discharged? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Thatis along time back. 

Mr. Connors. Maybe I can refresh your recollection. I would like to read 
if the chairman will permit me some extracts from the sworn testimony of Mr. 
Henry W. Wenning in connection with this point. Question by Mr. Arens: 

“Mr. Wenning, could you give us some specific illustrations of those instances 
in which the high echelons of the Communist Party or the Communist Party 
headquarters in New York City gave you specific mandates on the operation of 
your affairs when you were with the State, County, and Municipal Workers of 
America in which the interests of the Communist Party were followed, rather 
than the interests of the union? 

“Well, there were many occasions in which international organizational prob- 
lems of the union were brought to the attention of the party, and the party 
intervened with us for the purpose of influencing what our decisions on those 
matters would be. For example, at one time we had an organizer by the name 
of William Gaulden who was a Negro whom Flaxer and I would say virtually 
every one else in the union considered to be quite incompetent as an organizer. 
We wanted to replace him with someone else. We were called to a meeting on 
the ninth floor of whatever that address is, the ninth floor of the Communist 
Party headquarters 

“Mr. ArEens. On Thirteenth Street? 

“Mr. Wennina. On thirteenth; yes. We had a meeting with Jack Stachel 
who was then a top official of the Communist Party, James W. Ford, who was 
at that time, I believe, also a top official of the Communist Party, in which this 
matter was debated. We were told that we were wrong. We were accused of 
various political crimes, such as not understanding the Negro question, of being 
chauvinistic in our approach to this particular man, and we were told not only 
that he had to stay on the job, but that we would have to mend our ways in 
relation to him. That is one example.” 

Do you recall the incident now, Mr. Flaxer? 

Mr. Fuaxer. What is your question? 
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Mr. Connors. I wonder if you recall the meeting which you and Mr. Wenning 
had with Jack Stachel and James W. Ford in connection with William Gaulden, 
an organizer of the union. 

Mr. Fiaxer. As to that question, I am constrained to refuse to answer it on 
the same ground that I have refused former similar questions and plead my 
privilege in the same way. 

Senator Watkins. The-order of the chairman on behalf of the committee is 
that you answer. 

Mr. FLaxer. Same answer. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Flaxer, do you frequently consult with Communist Party 
officials in connection with union business? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. I refuse on the same grounds, same reason, same privilege. 

Senator WarTxins. Same order. You are required to answer. 

Mr. Fiaxer. Same answer. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Flaxer, have you ever had consultation with Gil Green, 
who then was and still is head of the New York Communist Party, that is, the 
New York State Communist Party, as to the reliability of Henry W. Wenning? 

Mr. FLaxer. Same answer, same reason, same privilege. 

Mr. Connors. Again reading from the sworn testimony of Mr. Wenning, the 
following appears: 

“Gil Green, who was then head of the New York Communist Party, likewise 
expressed anxiety as to my status. I would say that they regarded me as a 
Communist, albeit a very shaky one at that time. Flaxer, for example, told me 
on one occasion that Hudson (and he is referring to Roy Hudson) was very worried 
about me and asked Flaxer am I o. k. or did I represent a potential danger because 
of my disagreements.”’ 

Now, Mr. Flaxer, do you know Roy Hudson? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I think I have given my answer to that question, if I am not 
mistaken. 

Senator WaTKins. You may repeat the answer. 

Mr. FLaxer. My answer to that question is that I refuse to answer for the same 
reason, same ground, same privilege requested under the Constitution. 

Senator Watkins. The order is that you are required to answer. 

Mr. Fiaxer. I understand, sir, and I refuse for the ground given and request 
the same privilege. 

Mr. Connors. With your solicitude for the well being of the rank-and-file 
members of the UPWA in mind, can you explain to the committee why it is 
necessary for you to consult with Gil Green or Roy Hudson or Jack Stachel or 
James W. Ford, all of whom are Communists, with respect to union problems? 

Mr. Fraxer. What do you want me to say? 

Mr. Connors. You have said in the record that you are concerned with the 
rank-and-file members of the United Public Workers of America. 

Mr. Fiaxer. I am. 

Mr. Connors. I wonder if you can explain to the committee since you have 
that concern you find it necessary to consult with Communist Party members 
with respect to union problems, I realize that you have not admitted the dis- 
cussion, but we do have sworn testimony to that effect. 

Mr. Fuaxer. That is the sworn testimony of someone else. I refuse to give you 
an answer on that. 

Mr. Connors. You don’t deny that these incidents mentioned in the sworn 
testimony occurred, as I understand it, is that correct? 

Mr. Fraxer. I didn’t say anything about that. I just gave my answer 
specifically to the question that you asked. 

Mr. Connors. Then I ask you at this time, did the conference between Mr. 
Wenning, Mr. Ford, Mr. Stachel, and yourself in connection with William 
Gaulden occur as is set out in the record of Mr. Wenning? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. I think I answered that by refusing to answer and I refuse to 
answer on the grounds that I have already stated quite a number of times here, 
and request the privilege of the fifth amendment for not stating. 

Mr. Connors. Then you don’t deny that incident occurred. You simply 
comment on it. 

Mr. Fiaxer. I refuse to answer, as I said before. 

Mr. Connors. As a matter of fact, at the CIO hearing you did not deny that 
you were a Communist Party member, did you, or to put it another way, you did 
not affrm that you were not a Communist Party: member. 

Mr. FLaxer. The question never arose, 

Senator Watkins. Were you not charged with that particular offense? 
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Mr. Fiaxer. Our union was charged with following the Communist Party line. 

Senator Warxrins. Did you testify at all? You say you did not testify? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I did not testify. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Flaxer, do you know a man named Alfred David Bernstein? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Alfred David Bernstein? That is a rather common name. If 
you will identify it a little more, I will be able to tell you. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know a man named Alfred David Bernstein who has 
been director of negotiation for the United Public Workers of America, CIO, and 
held that position in November 1945? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. Yes; I know him. 

Mr. Connors. Is he still affiliated with the UPWS? 

Mr. FLaxer. No. 

Mr. Connors. When did he cease that affiliation? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I guess it must have been the spring of 1950 perhaps. That is a 
rough guess, but I think that is about the time. 

Mr. Connors. To the best of your knowledge is Alfred David Bernstein, or 
was he ever a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. FLaxer. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds already given. 

Senator Watkins. The same order for each of these questions where you refuse 
to answer. The record will show you have been ordered to answer in each case. 

Mr. Fiaxer. Same answer. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know a man named Louis Budenz? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I heard the name. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know a man named Louis Budenz? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. Is that a question? 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mr. Fuaxer. I refuse to answer on the grounds already stated and request the 
same privilege. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever consulted in Communist Party headquarters in 
New York City with a man called Louis Budenz? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Same answer. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever denied under oath that you are not a member of 
the Communist Party? 

Mr. FLaxer. Same answer. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Flaxer, are there any members of the UPWA who are 
employees of the Federal Bureau of Investigation? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Didn’t you ask me that question before? 

Mr. Connors. No; I didn’t. I asked you a number of other agencies but not 
that. 

Mr. Fuaxer. I thought you said Department of Justice. 

Mr. Connors. I did, but I am now asking you specifically about the FBI. 

Mr. FLAxeErR. No, not that I know of. 

Mr. Chairman, on that question that he asked me, may I consult my attorney? 

Senator Watkins. You may. 

(Consults with attorney.) 

Mr. Fuaxer. Mr. Chairman, may I have that last question and my answer 
read back to me. 

Senator Warxins. He can ask it again. 

Mr. Fiaxer. Do you want to ask it again? 

Mr. Connors. Aré there any members of the United Public Workers of America 
who are also employees of the Federal Bureau of Investigation? 

Mr. Fiaxer. To the best of my knowledge, I don’t know of any. 

Senator Watkins. I thought the question was whether or not you had ever 
made an affidavit that you were not a Communist. 

Mr. Connors. That is the question I thought you were referring to. 

Mr. Fiaxer. No; I was referring to this question. I gave an answer to that 
one. This is the one I wanted to know. 

Mr. Connors. According to the records of the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities, the Daily Worker of March 23, 1942, on page 5, named one 
Abram Flaxer as a labor sponsor of the American Committee To Save Refugees. 
My question in connection with that comment is whether you were or were not a 
labor sponsor of the American Committee To Save Refugees. 

Mr. FLAxeERr. I will have to look at this reference book. 

Senator Warxkins. Can you not remember without looking at that book 
whether you were one of them or not? 

Mr. FuLaxer. It is not so much a matter of my memory. 

Mr. Connors. That book will not show whether you are a member or not. 

Mr. FLAxeErR. I want to see if that committee is on this list. 
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Mr. Connors. That is the only reason you are consulting that book, to see 
whether that committee is on the list cited S the House Un-American Activities 
Committee? 

Mr. Fiaxer. The only purpose this book serves is to tell me whether that 
committee is named or not. 

Mr. Connors. The book won’t prompt your recollection as to whether you 
were a labor sponsor of that organization. 

Mr. Fiaxer. Let me look at the book. What is the name of the committee? 

Mr. Connors. I would like you to answer the question first. That book will 
not prompt your recollection as to whether or not you were in fact a labor sponsor 
of the American Committee to Save Refugees, will it? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I don’t know. 

Senator Warkins. The answer is, You do not know whether you were a member 
or not a member? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. I said I don’t know whether this will serve to do anything to my 
memory. American Committee for—that was that? 

Mr. Connors. The American Committee to Save Refugees. 

Mr. Fuaxer. Any particular refugees? 

Mr. Connors. That is the name of the committee. 

Mr. Fuaxer. I see. Mr. Chairman, I see this committee is listed here, and I 
refuse to answer on the ground that such an answer might produce testimony 
that would be used against me, and I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment, 

Mr. Connors. The files of the House Committee on Un-American Activities 
reflect that in a pamphlet called, I Know You Are My Brother, on page 11 of that 
pamphlet, one Abram Flaxer is named as trade-union sponsor of the Joint Anti- 
Fascist Refugee Committee. 

My question in connection with that is, Were you in fact the trade-union sponsor 
of the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I have to refuse to answer that question on the same ground and 
request the same privilege. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever been in Russia, Mr. Flaxer? 

Mr. FLaxer. Well, I was born in Lithuania. 

Mr. Connors. And you came to this country 

Mr. Fuiaxer. In 1911. 

Mr. Connors. Now, since 1911 have you ever been in Russia? 

Mr. FLaxer. You mean physically? 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mr. Fuaxer. No. 

Mr. Connors. How else could you have been? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I don’t know. . I am just trying to get you to tell me. 

Mr. Connors. What occasioned your trip to Hawaii in 1947? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I think I told you that. 

Senator Warkins. You ean repeat it. 

Mr. Fitaxer. We contemplated instituting an organizing drive among the 
employees there, and that is what occasioned my trip there, to look at the situa- 
tion and see whether it were worth while. 

Mr. Connors. Who accompanied you on that trip to Hawaii? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Mr. Epstein, 

Mr. Connors. That is Epstein on the executive board of UPWA? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Not on the executive board. He is not on the executive board of 
UPWA. He is our representative in Hawaii. 

Mr. Connors. Who else, if anyone? 

Mr. Fiaxer, I think his wife accompanied us. 

Mr. Connors. And that was all? 

Mr. Fuiaxer. That is all I was conscious of. 

Mr. Connors. Did you discuss union business with Wilfred Oka in the Hawai- 
ian Islands? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Yes, he was our representative there. 

Mr. Connors. Did you diseuss union business with Dr. John Ernest Reincke? 

Mr. Fiaxer. You asked me that question and I asked you to please identify 
this man better. 

Senator Watxrins. Did you know anyone by that name over there? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Reincke? 

Senator Watkins. Yes. 

Mr. Fiaxer. It doesn’t ring a bell in my mind. 

Senator Warktrns. Say you do not recall him or do not know, 
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Mr. Fiaxer. I am not saying that. It may be that I ran into such a man. 
But you asked me whether I saw Mr. Reincke: it just doesn’t ring a bell. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Flaxer, do you know who Roy Hudson is? 

Mr. Fiaxer. I think that is about the fourth time you asked me that question. 

Mr. Connors. I think we asked you if you knew Roy Hudson. 

Mr. Fiaxer. What is the difference between that way of asking and this one? 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever seen Roy Hudson’s name in the paper? 

Mr. Fraxer. You mean did I see the name in the paper? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, 

Mr. Fiaxer. It is possible. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know generally who he is, the same way you might 
know who some other person is whom you had never met? 

Mr. Fiaxer. Did I see his name in the New York Times at any time, is that it? 

Mr. Connors. Let me put it to you as a fact, and I want you to affirm or deny 
the fact that you have met with Roy Hudson on April 7, 1943, on May 18, 1943, 
on May 22, 1943, and on December 16, 1944. Will you affirm or deny those facts 
those meetings? 

Mr. Fiaxer, I will refuse to answer and ask for the privilege. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever put Communist Party leaders in touch with 
people in Government agencies who have furnished them information of a classi- 
fied nature? 

Mr. Fuaxer. Will you repeat that question again, please? 

Mr. Connors. Have you put Communist Party leaders in touch with people 
in Government agencies who have furnished those same Communist Party leaders 
or other Communist Party members information of classified nature? 

Mr. FLaxer, Do you want to be specific on that? 

Mr. Connors. I think the question is specific enough. 

Senator Watkins. Do you know what classified means? 

Mr. FLAxerR. Not too well, to be frank with you. 

Senator WarTkins. Classified means it is information that is held confidential 
by the Government. 

Mr. Fiaxer. And the question is that I put people in touch with people who 
had that information. What are you trying to get at? 

Mr. Connors. I can frame the question in a different way if you wish. Have 
you ever discussed with Communist Party leaders or with Communist Party 
members the availability of official information of the United States Government 
through employees of various Government agencies? 

Mr. Fuaxer. I? 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mr. Fiaxer. I don’t know what you are cooking up here, but I want to con- 
sult with my attorney on this question. 

(Consults with attorney.) 

Mr. Fiaxer. Mr. Chairman, this question has got particularly invidious im- 
plications. Under the circumstances normally it would have been a simple mat- 
ter for me to give you an answer, but under the circumstances, and again the way 
in which this thing is going, I find that I have to refuse to answer the question 
because I fear that my answer to that might do something in the way I would 
testify would be incriminating and L guess I have to plead the privilege of the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Watkins. The record will show that you have been ordered and 
directed to answer the question. 

Mr. FLAxeEr. For the same reason, I just might add that this is one of those 
filthy and dirty blows below the belt I resent. 

Mr. Arens. If it weren’t true, you could dispose of the question simply by 
saying ‘‘No.”’ 

Senator Warxins. The only answer to it that we get, it is not spoken in words, 
whatever it was you refused to answer in your own mind would incriminate you, 
and you say in effect that might put evidence against you of some offense. That 
is exactly what it means to us. 

Mr. FLaxeEr. I see where this thing is going. Go ahead. 

Senator Watkins. He has refused to answer, and the record will so show. 

Mr. Connors. Have you at any time discussed with Communist Party mem- 
bers the possibility that people who are members of the United Publie Workers of 
America, and are also employed in agencies of the Federal Government might be 
available to act as couriers or purveyors or grantors of classified Government 
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information for the benefit of the Communist Party of this country and for 
Soviet Russia? 

Mr. Fiaxer. That is a similar question. That is filthy, dirty. 

Mr. Connors, It is very simply answered, yes or no. : 

Mr. Fuaxer. Invidious. 

Senator Watkins. If you have never had such a conversation or discussed it 
with anyone, you can certainly say ‘‘No.”’ On the other hand, if you have, you 
will probably claim the privilege. That is the only way it will incriminate you. 

Mr. Fiaxer. Can I talk off the record on this? 

Senator Warkrins. Go ahead; we are talking on the record. 

Mr. Fiaxer. On the record I refuse to answer for the grounds indicated. 

Senator Watkins. The record will show that he has refused to answer after he 
has been ordered and directed to do so. I repeat again you are directed and 
ordered to answer that question. 

Mr. Fuaxer. I refuse on the same ground. 

Senator Watkins. The committee will now recess to be called back by the 
chairman. 

The record will show also that this witness is still under subpena, subject to the 
call of the chairman for further questioning if it is desired. 

(At 2:45 p. m., the subcommittee recessed subject to the call of the Chair.) 
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